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TOUGH ATTITUDE INSURES PEACE ™ -7

In contrast to the soft line taken on Communi‘sr.n l?y"R\‘A
"'U.8. State Department, some other auth.orities within the .
government long have warned, and continue to warn, fhat
appearance of softness by this country encourages Com-

munism to risk adventures that might lead to war.

o

sontinue to bé pressed upon the White House, others", inwé
eluding the military and intelligence agencies, subnfut to‘/}i
the president much more hard-boiled and clear-minded’|
yecommendations. An example the other day was a Centraly
Tatelligence Agency report on the risk of nuclear war. *.A‘S j
yeported by Ray Cromley, Newspaper Enterprise Associa-

It should be encouraging to most Americans that there

" are still officials in the government who see the strength i
of the United States, in materiel and in attitude, as thej
‘only way to protect our nation and keep the peace .Of thef
world. Thus this country’s safety will depend on which set:
‘of experts the president, whoever he may be, choose

s to
sten to. . o ‘
Even as the tippy-toed policies of the State Department

tion columnist, here is the gist of the report:

WASHINGTON (NEA) — A Central Intelligence Agency

©. study scems to conclude the greatest risk of nuclear war in
. the years ahead may come from U.S. actions _wmch convince
~ Soviet leaders we lack determination in a crisis.

- Bstimates, says: ,

The study, by Willard Matthias of the CI

e

t Soviet leaciers will choose to

A Board of National
i

“While it is most unlikely tha

: carry oul actions they know to carry a high risk of general

R
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war, such knowledge is not easy to come by . ..

“In this age of mobile striking forces and hardened missile
sites, it does not appear possible to build a nuclear force ca-
pable of destroying an enemy’s capabilities‘and simultgneousl_yk

protecting oneself .. . ' o .
“Even extremely large numbers of high-cost weapons would
provide no assurance of viclory or even survival. Thus, if there
ls any valld and rational concept today upon which to develop
or measure a strategic military force, it is that of deterrence.
“But one cannot find anyv rule for datermining that.a stated
levei of force will deter and that another will not.”” Deterrence
dopends, says Matthlas, In very considerable measure on how
the enemy sizes up the determination and will of his opponent.
The Matthias study gives an ‘example—how the United States,
by seeraing to be afraid of a confrontation, set the stage for the .
Cuban missile crisis of 1962,
Says this CIA paper:
“In the international atmosphere of early 1962, when the
Cuhan move was planned, the Soviet leaders were still .riding

high and the United States probably appeared to them to be
| unccrtain and cautious. '

{* “The United States had cho
necessary to save the Ba
Stlates had accepted

f
|

i.

sen not to run the political risks

y of Pigs expedition. The United

the erection of the Berlin Wall with little'

moere than verbal pyrotechnics. And the United States had ac- -
repted the neutralist solution in Laos.

“Tormal U.S. §latements regarding Cuba conveyed an air of
sludied uncertainty, :

"In military planning,
crams of missile deploy
ing a zreater
program

“Thus_, it probably appeared to the Soviets that the diplomatle.
and millitary stance of the United States was that of a power:
recking to avoid confroniation and fearful of its consequences,’
:,m.rj therefoce a power which could be subjected to a series of
. xetbacks wif}-lhout fhég}; risks of forceful resistance.’

. show of determination in the Cuban missil is '
1962 eonvinced Soviet leaders we did mean businesss.el\zgtstlhgi::

says. He thinks that will stan i !
' §ors, Hhe thinks d the UmteE{ States in good stead

4 But he says there will be other
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despite aubstantially .increased pro-
loyment, th_e United States was advocat-
conventional capability and s counter-insurgency’
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times and places in which

iet leaders could again read a iack of will ‘power in U.8. ac-

\ tions. This could lead to trouble,
Thig study has the “general approval’”’ of the CIA Board of

¢ Natjonal Estimates, ‘'though no aitempt ha
g,reach complete agreement on every polgt.“ e ,be.eé 'made‘to
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